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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Ronald T Niebauer . 



(3) Ryan B. Chirnomas . 



(2) Andrew D. Kosar . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 11 July 2007 . 

Type: a)E3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)S Yes e)D No. 

If Yes, brief description: Applicant's representative provided proposed amendments which were faxed to the 
examiners . 

Claim(s) discussed: proposed amended claims 1.2.3A. 3B.9.10.11. 12.13.14 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Oswald et al as cited in office action . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)S N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Interview included a discussion of the office action (4/20/07) and 
discussion of the proposed amendments. Applicants representative mentioned that the foreign priority would be 
perfected in order to predate the Ostrow et al. reference. Regarding the proposed amended claims, examiners pointed 
out that several claims may include introduction of new matter that was not originally disclosed. Specifically, changing 
consisiting of to comprising in claim 2 may potentially broaden the invention. The recitation of percent identity in 
proposed claim 3A is potential new matter, In claim 3B the term 'two' may be new matter since several typically refers 
to more than two. 

Examiners pointed out that the proposed amendments do not necessarily overcome the written description rejection 
and that the newly added claims may not be properly described either. Specifically, it was reiterated that modifying a 
protein by a deletion/substitution/insertion can alter the proteins structure and function and that a sufficient variety of 
species is necessary to describe a genus. Examiners pointed out that Oswald (specifically page 34450 section:note 
added in proof) appears to read on proposed claim 2. Due to the amendment it initally appears that the 102 rejection of 
claim 1 may possibly be overcome. If so, the examiners will update the search of this claim. Examiners suggested 
changing the wording of several claims. It was suggested to change 'salts' to 'salt' as appropriate; to change 'forming 
an intramolecular disulfide' to 'having a disulfide'. Applicant was cautioned about the possibility of multiple depedency 
regarding proposed claim 9. Although claim 10 is withdrawn, examiners discussed the claim meaning and scope as 
rejoinder may eventually be possible. Examiners noted that the proposed amendments appear to overcome the 101 
rejection. No final agreement was reached as applicants representative was going to contact the applicant and proceed 
from there. 



Summary of Record of Merview Requirements 



application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interv.ew. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding ... relat.on to v.h.ch there .s disagreement oraoum. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of 'nterv.ews^ subs , a nce of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

interview by checking the appropnate boxes and filling « the i^s, D^c^s.ons ega g y p Examining Procedure, or pointing 

requirements for which interview mcordahon is £*£H£ «d ad Conn Secta 8 ™J* ■« ^ ^ where me 

out typographical errors or unreadable ^"'^^ ™ separate Interview Summary Record is required, 
substance of an interview .s completely reco rded in an l^ r e '^ e "°^ 0 U Dla( T ed in the righ t hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

The interview Summary Form shall be igtven an Pape Jj-^J ^ to 9 . ne ^ (or attorney or age nt) at the 

"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal intewie . w ^ r d n u P^'^ ° «>py is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a ^^l^^^X^Z^XZn is not likely before an allowance or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- ZSttZ^SZttSSL. » Foan i. * an „ a s, s ne„ c a*., 

e.annne,.^ 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any intewiew should include at least the following applicable items: 
" V) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstrate conducted. 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

2! an S5K 2 K ^££EA>* °< • «*— nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner. „ rocontoH .n ihp Pxaminer 

5) a brief identification of the genera, thrust of the description of the arguments is no, 

(The id H n ^Jj^^^s^S^^^^^re or thmst of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner SSS^n^TZS^appfc^ file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and tu«y 
describe Zse "arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuas,ve to the examiner.) 
?! J ^SX^Z^^T^^ already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, fhe examfner wl. give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

paper ^recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiners .ratals. 
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